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The Examiner required a new title. Applicant respectfully disagrees with the 

Examiner that the title of the invention is not descriptive. However, to further prosecution of 

this application, Applicant has amended the title. 

The Examiner objected to claims 22-25 and 35-37 as being improperly dependent. 

Applicant respectfully traverses this objection. 

The Examiner states on page 2 of the Office Action, that "ftjhese claims clearly 

employ a photohardened material in the layer that, according to the independent claim, is not 
photohardened. " It appears that the Examiner is referring to the elements "forming an 
overcoat layer over the second substrate, the overcoat layer including a non-exposing 
material" and "forming an overcoat layer over the second substrate including the light- 
shielding layer and the color filter layer, the overcoat layer including a non-exposing 
material" in independent claims 1 and 26, respectively. Contrary to the Examiner's 
objection, the independent claims do not recite that the overcoat layer is not photo-hardened. 
Furthermore, at least pages 9 and 10 of the specification of this application describe that the 
overcoat layer can include a photo-hardening material. Applicant submits that claims 22-25 
and 35-37 further limit the subject matter of claims 1 and 26, respectively. Applicant 
respectfully requests that the objection under 37 CFR 1.75(c) be withdrawn. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1, 9-20, 26, and 29-34 under 35 USC § 102(e) as being 
clearly anticipated by Ohta et al. (US Patent No. 6,208,399) This rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

Independent claims 1 and 26 are allowable at least for the reason that claims 1 and 26 
recite a combination of elements including "forming an overcoat layer. . . the overcoat layer 
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including a non-exposing material." None of the cited references teaches or suggests each 
and every element of the claims. 

The Examiner states on page 3 of the Office Action that "ftfhe overcoat being epoxy 
(a non-exposing type material) or acrylic is listed on col 11, lines 14-24. " Ohta et al. recites 
in at least column 11, lines 14-24, that the overcoat film is formed of a transparent resin 
material. Therefore, the Examiner suggests that the overcoat film in Ohta et al. includes 
"exposing material" since it is transparent. Applicant submits that claims 1 and 26 are 
allowable over Ohta et al. since the reference does not teach or suggest an overcoat layer 
including non-exposing material. Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection under 35 
USC § 102(e) be withdrawn. 

Moreover, claims 9-20 and 29-34 are allowable by virtue of their dependence on 
claims 1 and 26, which are believed to be allowable. 

The Examiner rejected claims 2-8, 27, and 28 under 35 USC S 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ohta et al. (US Patent No. 6,208,399) Applicant respectfully traverses this 
rejection. 

As discussed above, Ohta et al. fails to teach or suggest each and every element of 
claims 1 and 26. Claims 2-8, 27, and 28 are allowable by virtue of their dependence on 
independent claims 1 and 26, believed to be allowable. Furthermore, the Examiner appears 
to take official notice by stating that electrodes on the same substrate, the black matrix, and 
the transparent conductive material are well known, but fails to cite a reference in support of 
his position. Applicant respectfully traverses the assertion that the combination of elements 
recited in claims 2-8, 27, and 28 are well-known, and request the Examiner to provide 
evidence in* the next Office communication. 
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Applicant believes that the application is in condition for allowance and early, 
favorable action is respectfully solicited. Should the Examiner deem that a telephone 
conference would further the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to call 
the undersigned attorney at (202) 624-1200. 

If these papers are not considered timely filed by the Patent and Trademark Office, 
then a petition is hereby made under 37 C.F.R. §1.136. Please credit any overpayment to 
deposit Account No. 50-091 1. 

Respectfully submitted, 

LONG ALDRIDGE & NORMAN, LLP 



Date: March 19, 2002 



701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Sixth Floor, Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
Telephone No.: (202)624-1200 
Facsimile No.: (202) 624-1298 



By. 




Teresa M. Arroyo 
Registration No: 50,015 
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